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An ANSWER w the Reasons 


of the Biſhop of Oxford, &c. 


HIS Author would perſwade the World, 
* 'That Tranſnb/tantiation is but a Nicety of 


** Philoſophy ; and not defined poſitively in 

« the Church of Rome ; but that the Corporal and Real 
<* Preſence of the Subſtance of Chriſt's Body and Blood 
* in the Sacrament was the DoCtrine of the Univerſal 
*« Church in the Primitive Times ; and that it is at this 
« day the generally received DoQtrine by all the diffe- 
< rent Parties 1n Europe, not only the Roman Catholicks 
< and Lutherans, but both by the Churches of Switzer- 
« land and France, and more particularly by the 
&« Church of Exzlazd : So that ſince all that the Church 
«* of Rome means by Tranſubſtantiation, is the Real 
&« Preſence, and ſince the Real Preſence 1s ſo univerſally 
_ & received, it is a heinous thing to renounce Tranſub- 
«< tantiation ; for that is in effect the. renouncing the 
© Real Preſence. | 
' 'This is the whole ſtrength of his Argument, which 
he fortifies by many-Citations, to prove that both the: 
Antient Fathers, and the Modern Reformers, believed: 
the Real Preſence ; and that the Church of Rowe be- 
lieves no more, Rut to all this I ſhall ofter a few Ex-' 


ceptions. .. © OE > 
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* the Schools, calculated to the Ariforelian 
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-T. If Tranſubſtantiation 1s only a Philoſophical Nice- 
ty concerning the manner of the Preſence, where is the 
hurt of renouncing it? And why are the Roman Ca- 
tholicks at ſo much Pains to have the [Teſt repealed ? 


For it contains nothing againſt the Real Preſence : Tn- 
deed, if this Argument has any force, it ſhould rather 


| lead the Rom. Catholicks to take the Teſt, ſince, according 


to the Biſhop, they do not renounce in it any Article 
of- Faith, but only a bold Curioſity of the School-men. 
Yet after all, it ſeems they know, that this is contrary 
to their DoArine, otherwiſe they would not venture 
ſo much upon a Point of an old and decried Philoſophy. 


IT. In order to the ſtating this matter aright, it is 
neceſſary to give the true Notion of the Real Preſence, 
as it is acknowledged by the Reformed, We all know 
in what ſenſe the Church of Rome underſtands it, that 
in the Sacrament there is no Real Bread and Wine; but 
that under the appearance of them we have the true 
Subſtance of Chris glorified Body. On the other 
hand, the Reformed, when they found the World ge- 
nerally fond of this Phraſe; they by the ſame Spirit of 
Compliance, which our Saviour and his Apoſtles had 
for the Fews, and'that the Primitive Church had (per- 
haps to exceſs) for the Heathens, retained the Phraſe 
of Real Preſence : But as they gave it ſuch a ſenſe as 
did fully demonſtrate, that tho they retained a term 
that had for it a long Preſcription, yet they quite 
changed its meaning: For they always ſhewed, that 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt, which they believed pre- 
ſent, was his Body broken, and his Blood ſhed, that is to 
lay, his Body, not in its glorified State, but as it was 
erveified. So that the Preſence belonging to Chriſt”s 
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dead Body, which is not now a&tually in being, is only. . 
his Death that is to be conceived to be preſented to us, 
and this being the ſenſe that they always give of 'the 
Real Preſence, the reality falls only on that conveyance, 
that is made to us in the Sacrament, by a federal right 
of Chriſ®s Death as /our Sacrifice, The Learned An- 
{ſwerer to the Oxford Diſcourſes has ſo fully demonſtra- 
ted this from the copious Explanations which all the 
_ Reformed give of that Phraſe, that one would think it 
were not poſſible either to miſtake or cavil in ſo clear . 
a Point. 'The- Papiſts had generally obje&ed to the 
Refermers, that they made the Sacrament. no more than 
a bare Commemoratory Feaſt ; and ſome few had car- 
ried their averſion to that groſs Preſence, which the 
Church of Rome had ſet up, to another extreme, to 
which the People by a Principle of Libertiniſm might 
have been too eaſily carried, if the true Dignity of the 
Sacrament had not been maintained by Expreſſions of 
oreat Majeſty : So finding that the World was poſſeſſed 
of the Phraſe of the Real Preſence, they thought fir to 
preſerve it, but with an Explanation that was liable 
to no Ambiguity. Yet it ſeems our Reformers in the 
beginning of Queen Elizabeth's Reign had found, that 
the Phraſe had more power to carry Men to Superlſti- 
tion, than the Explanations given to it, had to retire 
them from it, and therefore the Conyocation ordered 
it to be laid aſide, tho that Order was ſuppreſfed out 
of Prudence: And the Phraſe has been ever ſince: in 
uſe among us, of which Dr. Burnet has given us a co- 
pious account, Hi/?. Reform. 2 vol. 3d Book. 


IH. The difference between the Notion of the Se- 
craments being a meer Commemoratory Feaſt, andthe 


Real Preſence, is as great, as the value of the King's 
| Head 
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Head ſtamped upon a Meddal differs from the current 
Coin, or the Impreſſion made by the Great Seal upon 
Wax differs from that which any Carver or Graver 
may make. The one is a meer Memorial, but the other 
has a ſacred Badg of Authority in it. The Paſchal 
Lamb was not only a Remembrance of the Deliverance 
of the People of 1/rae/ out of Egypr, but a continuance 
of the Covenant, that Moſes made between God and 
them, which diſtinguiſhed them from all the Nations 
round about them, as well as the firſt Paſſover had di- 
ſtinguiſhed them from the Egyprians. Now it were a 
ſtrange Inference, becauſe the Lamb was called the 
Lord's Paſſover, that is, the Sacrifice upon the ſprink- 
' ling of whaſe Blood the Angel paſſed over or paſſed by 
the Houſes of the I1/raelites, when he {mote the firſt- 
born of the Egyptians, to ſay, that there. was a change 
of! the Subſtance . of the Lawb : Or becauſe the Real 
Faith of a Prince is given by his Geat Seal, printed on 
Wax, and affixed to a Parchment, that therefore the 
Subſtance of the Wax is changed : So it is noleſs abſurd 
ro imagine, that becauſe the Bread and Wine are 
ſaid to be the Body and Blood of Chriſt as broke and 
ſhed, that is, his Death really and effettually offered to 
us, as our Sacrifice, that therefore the Subſtance of the 
Bread and Wine are changed. | Ns 

And thus upon the whole matter, that which is pre- 

ſent in the Sacrament is Chrift dead, and ſince his 
Death was tranſacted above 1600 Years ago, the re- 
ality of his Preſence can be no other than a Real Offer 
of -his Death made to us in an Inſtitution and federal 
Symbol. 1 have explained this the more fully, becauſe 
with this all the Ambiguity in the uſe of that. com- 
monly received Phrate falls off. , 


"IV. A 


(7) 


IV. As for the Dof#rine of the Antient Church, 
- there has been ſo much ſaid in this E-quiry, that a Man 

.cannot hope to add any new Diſcoveries to what has 
been already found out : Therefore I ſhall only endea- 
your to bring ſome of the moſt Important Obſervations 
into a narrow compaſs, and to ſet *them in a good 
Light, and ſhall firft offer ſome general Preſumptions, 
to ſhew that it is not like, that this was the Doctrine 
- the Primitive Times, and then ſome politive proof 
OT 1t. | 

x. It is no {light Preſamptioz againit it, that we do 
not find the Fathers take any pains to anſwer the Ob- 

jections that do naturally ariſe out of the preſent Do- 
QArine of the Church of Rowe. Theſe Objeftions do 
not ariſe out of profound Study, or great Learning, 

but from the plain DiCttates of common Senſe, which 

make it hard (to ſay no more) for us to believe, That 

4 Body can be in more places than one at once; and that it - 
car be in a place after the manner of a Spirit : That Acct- 

dents can be without their Subjeit ; or that our Senſes can 
decerve ms in the plaineſt caſes. We find the Fathers ex- 
plain ſome abſtruſe Difficulties, that ariſe out of other 

Myfteries, that were leſs known, and were more ſpe- 
culative: And while they are thought perhaps to over- 
do the one, it is a little ſtrange that they ſhould never 

touch the other : But on the contrary, when they 

. treat of Philoſophical Matters, they expreſs themſelves. 
roundly in oppoſition to thoſe Conſequences of this 

Doctrine : Whizeas ſince this Dottrine has been re-- 
ceived, we ſee all the Speculations of Philoſophy have 
been ſo managed,. as to keep a reſerve for this Doctrine. . 
Jo that the uncautious way in which the Fathers 
handled them ( in proof of which Volumes of Qyota-- 


tations. 


f 
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tations can be made) ſhews they had not then received 
that-Do#rine, which muſt of neceſſity give them occa- 
fion to write otherwiſe than they did. 
2. We find the Heathens ſtudied to load the Chrifts- 
an Religion with all the heavieſt Imputations that they 
could give it, They objected to them the believing a 


God that was born, and that dieds and the Reſurre&ion 
of the Dead, and many leſſer matters, which ſeemed ab- 


- ſurd to them: They had Malice enough to ſeek out 


every thing that could diſgrace a Reljgion which grew 
too hard for them : But they never once obje& this, 
of making 4 God ont of a piece of Bread, and then eat- 


' #ng him : If this had been the DoGtrine of thoſe Ages, 


the Heathens, — Celſus and Porphiry, but above all 
Fuliaz, could not have been ignorant of it. Now it 
does not ſtand with common Senſe to think, that thoſe 


who inſiſt much upon inconſiderable things, could 
- have paſſed over this, which is both ſo ſenfible, and 


of ſuch importance, \if it had been the received Be- 
lief of thoſe Ages. | bt, 
3. It is alſo of weight, that there were no Diſputes 
nor Hereſies upon this Point during the firſt Ages; 
and that none of the Hereticks ever objeted it to the 
Dofors of the Church. We find they contended 
about all other Points : Now this hath ſo many Diffi- 
culties in it, that it ſhould ſeem a little ſtrange, that 
all Mens Underftandings ſhould have been then fo 
eaſie and conſenting, that this was the ſingle Point of 
the whole Body of Divinity, about which the Church 
had no diſpute for the firſt ſeven Centuries. It there- 
fore inclines a Man rather to think, that becauſe there 
were no Difputes _— it, therefore itwas not 
then broached : Since we lee plainly, that ever fince 
it was broached in the Weſt, it has occaſioned laſting 
Diſputes, 
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Diſputes, both with thoſe who could: not - be broughe 
to believe it, and with one another concerning the 
ſeveral ways of expBining and maintaining it. 

4. It is alſo a ſtrong Prejudice againſt the Antiquity 
'of this DoArine, that there were none of thoſe Rites 
in the firſt Ages, which bave .crept in in the latter; 
which were {uch natural Confſequences:of it, that the 
belief of the one making way-for the other, we may cor- 
clude, that where the-one were not practiſed, the 0- 
ther was not believed. - I will not mention all the 
Pomp which the Jatter Ages have invented to raiſe the 
luſtre of this Dedrize, with which the former Ages 
were-unacquainted. Tt 1s enough to obſerve, that the 
Adoration of the Sacrament was ſuch a neceſſary Con- 
{ſequence of this Dofrize, that f{ince the Primitive 
\. Times know nothing of it, as the Greek Church does 
rot to this day, 'it 1s perhaps more than a Preſumption, 
that they believed it not. | 


V. But now I come to more politive and convincing 
Preofs : And, x 
.1., Tte Language of the whole Church 1s only to | 
be found in the Lztnrgics, which are more ſeverely 
compoſed than Rhetorical Diſcourſes; and of all the 
parts| of the, Office, the Prayer of. Conſecration 1s that, 
in which we muſt hope to find mott certainly the * 
Do#rine of the Church: We find then in the fourth 
Centrry, that in the Prayer of Conſecration the Ele- . 
ments were ſaid to be the Types of the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, as St. Baſil informs us trom the Greek Liturgies, 
and the Figure of his Body ana Blood, 2s St. Ambroſe 
informs us from the Latin Litureics : The Prayer of 
Conſecration, that is now in the Canon of the Maſs, 1s 
in a great part the fame with rhat which is cited by 
| = | Sr, 
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St. Ambroſe, but with this important difference, that 


. inſtead of the wards,. which *s the Figure of the Body 


and Blood. of Chrift, that are in the former, -there-is a 
Petition added .in*the latter, that the Gifts may be t0 us: 
the Body and Blood of Chrit.. If we had {o —_ of 

the MSS. of the ancient Liturgies left, as to be able to. 


find out the time in which the Prayer of the Conſecra- 


tion was altered, from what it was in St. Ambroſe's days, 
ro what it is now, this would be no fmall Article in the 
Hiſtory of Tranſubſtantiation : But moſt of theſe are 
lolt ; ſince then the antient Church could not te'ieve 
otherwiſe of rhe Sacrament, than as fhe expreſſed her 
ſelf concerning it in the Prayer of Conſecration ; it is. 
plain, that her firſt Do&rize concerning it was, That 
the Bread and Wine were the Types, and the Figure of the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt. | | 
2. A ſecond Proof is from the Controverſy, that 
was began by the Apollinariſts, and carried on by the 
Entichians, Whether Chriſt's Humanity was ſwallowed 
up of his Divinity or not? The Entychians made u 
of the general Expreſſions, by. which the. change in the 
Sacrament ſeemed to be carried ſo far, that the Bread. 
and Wine' were {wallowed up by it; and from this 
they inferred, that in like manner the Human Nature 
of Chriſt was ſwallowed up by his Divinity : But in 
oppoſirton to all this, we find Chry/oftome the Patriarch of . 
Conſtantinople, Ephrem the Patriarch of Antioch, Gelaſius 
the Pope, Theodoret a Bile in 4a the lefs, and Facurn- 
des in Africk, all within the compaſs of little more than ' 
an Age, agree almoſt in the ſame words,.in refutin 
all this : aſſerting, That as the Human Nature in Chriſt 
remained ftill the ſame that it was before, uotwithſlanding 
its Union with the Divine Nature; even fo the Bread and 
Wine retained flill their former Nature, Subſtance and 


Form, 
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Form, and that they are only ſanitified; not by the change. 
of their Nature, but by adding Grace to Natare, This: 
they do in terms plain, and 'beyondall exception:;: and: 
Theodoret - goes over: the matter again and) again; in * 
two different Treatiſes ; ſo that no Matter off Fa& can 
appear:more plainly, than that the whole Church Ef, 
and'Weft, and South, did in the 5th and '6th Centaries be- 
lieve, that the Sanctification of the Elements in the Sa- 
crament:did no more deſtroy their Natures, than the 
Union of the two Natures 1n Chriſt did deſtroy his Hu- 
mane Nature. | 

3. A third Proof is taken from a. Practice, which I 
will not offer to juſtify, how ancient ſoever it-may have 
been : It appears indeed in the ancienteſt Litargzes now. 
extant, and 1s a Prayer, in which the Sacramezt-is ſaid: 
to be offered up in. Hoour of the Saint of. the Day, to, 
which a Petition 1s added, that it may. be accepted of 
God by the Tnterceſſion of the Saint: This 15 yet n the: 
Miſſal, and is uſed upon niolt of the Saints days : Now 
if the Sacrament was then believed to be the: very:Bodp. 
and Blood of Chriſt, there 1s nothing more cxwe, nor 
to ſay Prophaze, than to oiter this. up to the Hononr of 
\ 4 Sarnt, and and to pray that the Sacrifice of Chrif's 
Body may be accepted of God thro the Interceſfion of 
a Saint. Therefore to give any tolerable Senſe tothele 
words, we muſt conclude, That tho theie Prayers have 
been continued-in the Roan Church, ſince this Opi- 
'nion prevailed ; yet they were never made inan Age 
in whicl it was received. The only meaningrthat can 
'be given to theſe words is, that they made the S4uzuts- 
days days of Communion, as well as the Saxdays were; 
and. upon: that they prayed, that the Sacrament which 
they received that day, .to do the: more Henour-to thi. 
Memory: of the Saint, might-be:-recommended: to; the: 
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Divine Acceptance by the Tnterceſſion of: the Saint :. So 
that this ſuperſtitious PraQtice ſhews plaialy, That'the. 


Charch had not, even when it began, received the. 


Dodrine of the change of the Elements into the Body 
and Blood of Chriſt. | 


- T will not purſue the Proof of this Point farther,. 
nor will I enter into a particular recital of the Sayings 


of the Fathers upon this Subje&t'; which would carry 
me far: Ard it 1s done {o copiouſly by others, that I 
hed rather refer my Reader to them, than offer him a 
lean Abridgment of their Labours. - 


I ſhalt only add, That the Preſumptions and Proofs - 


that I have offered, are much more to be valued, than 
the pious and Rhetorical Figures, by which many of 
the Fathers have ſet forth the manner of Chriſt's Pre- 


- fence inthe Sacrament. One thing is plain, that in 
moſt of them they repreſent Chriſt preſent in his dead. 


and crucified State, which appears moſt. eminently. in 
St. Chryſoftome ; 1o that this agrees with that Notion of 
a Real Preſence, that was formerly explained. Men 
that have at the ſame time all the heat in their Imagj- 
nations that Eloquence can raiſe, and all the fervour in 


their Heart which Devotion can inſpire, *are- ſeldom ſo. 


corre in their Phraſes and Figures, as not to need. 
{ome allowances : Therefore one plain Proof of their 


Opinions from their reaſonings, when in cold Blodd., 


ought to be of much more weight than all their 
Tranſports and Amplifications. 
From {this general view of the State of the Church. 


during the firſt Cexturies,. I come next to conſider the . 


ſteps of the Change which "was afterwards made. T 


will not offer to trace out that Hiftory, . which 
Mr. Larrogue has done copiouſly, whom I the rather + 
mention, becauſe. he.is put 1a Ezgliſh. I ſhall onl ' Ob» 
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ſerve,.that by reafon. of: the high Expreſſions, which 
were. uſed upon the occaſion of the Extychian Contro- 
verſy formerly mentioned, by which the SanRification. 
of the Elements was compared to the Union of the . 
Humane Nature of Chriſt with his Divinity, a great 
ſtep. was made to all that followed. During the Di- 
ſpute concerning Images, thoſe who oppoſed the Wor-. - 
ſhip of them, ſaid, according to all the ancient Litur- 
gies, that they indeed acknowleged one Image of 
Chrilt, which was the Sacrament ; thoſe who promoted 
that piece of Superſtition (for I refer the calling it 
Taolatry to its proper place) had the Impudence to de- 
ny, that it had ever been called the Image of Chriſ?s 
Body and Blood ; and ſaid, that it was really his Body 
and Blood. We will not much diſpute concerning an 
Age, in which the World ſeemed mad. with a Zeal for 
the Worſhip of Images; and in which Rebellion, and: 
| the depoſing of Prizces, upon the pretence of Hereſy,Þ. . 
began to be put in practice : Such Times as theſe we. 
willingly yeild up to our Adverſaries. Yet Damaſcene, 

and the Greek Church afier him, carried this matter 
no farther than to aſſert an Aſſumption of the Elements' 
into an Union with the Body and Blood of Chriſt. But: 
when the Monk of Corbie. began to carry the matter: 
yet farther, and to ſay, that the Elements were chan-: 
ged into that very Body of Chriſt that was bor of the 
Virgin, we find all the great Men of that Age, both 
in Fraxce, Germany and Exgland, writ againſt him +. 
And he himſelf owns that he was looked upon as an- 
Innovator ; thoſe. who writ againſt him, . chiefly Raba-- 
ns Maurus, and Bertram or Ratramne, did fo ptainly: 
aſſert the ancient Opinion cf the Sacraments being the 
Figure of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, that we cannot 
expreſs our ſelves more. formally than they did: Fin 
| rOMmM 
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from thence-it was, that onr:Faxo» Homily on: Eofter- 
Day was ſo.expreſs jn'this point, Yet the War and the 
Northern: Invaſions that followed, put the World into 


Jſo-much diſorder, that all Difputes were ſdon-forgort, 


and that in the. 11th'Cextary this Opinion, which had: 
ſo many Partiſans.in the gr, was generally- decried: 
and much abandoned. : 
VT. But with relation to thoſe Ages in which it was 

received, fome Obſervations-occur 10 readily to: every 
ane; that knows Hiſtory, that-it-is only tor the ſake of 
the-more-ignorant that I' make them. | 

- I. They were Times of {o much Ignorance, that it 
is. ſcarce: conceivable to- any but to thoſe who have la- 
boured a little.in reading the Productions of thoſe Ages, 
which is the drieſt. Piece of Study I know : The Stile 
in which they. writ, and their way of arguing, and ex- 
plaining Scripture, are all of apiece, both Matter and 
Farm.are equally barbarous- Now in ſuch Times, as 
the.1gnorant Populace were cafily miſled, ſothere is {ome- 
what in 1incredible- Stories and Opinions, that- makes 
them. paſs as eaſily, as Men: are-apt to fancy they ſee 
Sprights in the Night : Nay the more of Myſtery and 
Darkneſs that there is in any Opinion, ſuch Times are 
apt to cheriſh it the more for that very reaſon. 

- 2. Thoſe were Ages in which the whole Ecclefiaſti- 


cal Order had entred into ſuch Confpiracies againſt the 


State, which weremanaged and {er on with ſuch vigor 
by the Popes, that every Opinion which tended to ren- 
der: the Perſons of Church-men /acred, and: to raiſe 
their Charatter, was: likely to receive the beſt -Enter- 
tainment', and the greateſt Incouragement - poſſible: 


Nothing could 1o ſecure the Perſons of Priefs, and ren- 


der:them. {0-conſiderable, as- to believe: that they made 
_ their 


'( 35 ) | | 
Sher God.: And in fuch Ages:no Armour-was of { «ire 
. -a Proof, as/for a:Prieſt to:take his God in his Hands. 
Now itis knowmthatRP. Gregory (the 74h, who con- 
'deraned Berengarins, lard the Foundations of the Eccle- 


. - ſiaſtical Empire, 'by eflablifhing the Depoſing Power : 


ſo P. Innocent the 3d,. who-got lng main 60 to be 
decreed, in the 4rþ Council of the Lateran, ſeemed to 
'have.compleated the Proje&t, by the Addition made to 
the Depoſing Power, of 'transferriag the Dominions of 
the Depoſed Prizce to whom he pleaſed 3 lince before 
this the -Dominijons muſt have gone to the next Heirs of 
the Depoſed Prince. It is then ſo plain, that the Do-- 
Qrine of Tranſubſtantiation was ko ſuitable to the ad- 
wancing of thoſe ends,that it had been a Wonder andeed, 
if it being once ſet.on foot, had not been eſtabliſhed-in 
- tuch times. | Y 
2. Thoſe Ages were {0 corrupt, and more particu- 
larly the Clergy, and chiefly the Popes were by the con-- 
feffion of all Writers ſo exceſſively vicious, that ſuch 
Men could have no regard to Truth in any of their De- 
cifions, Intereſt muſt have carried all other things be- 
fore it with ſuch Popes, who actording tothe Hiſtorians 
of their own Communion, were perhaps the worſt Men 
that ever lived. Their Vices were ſo crying, that no- 
thing but the Credit that.is due to Writers of their own 
Time, and their own Church, could determine us to þe-- 
leve them. | | 
4. As the Tgnorance and Vices of thoſe Times dero- 
gate juſtly from all the Credit that is due to them ; fo 
the Cruelty which followed their Deciſtons, and which 
was employed in the. Execution of them, makes it ap- 
pear rather a ſtranger thing that ſo many oppoſed them, 
than that ſo many-lubmitted to therm. When T-quiftors 
or Dragoous- manage.an Argument, bow flrong pe of 
IS 
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the Spirit may be in oppoſing, it is certain the Fleſh wil 


be weak, and will ply eafily. When Prizces were threat- 


ned with Depoſition, and . Hereticks with Extirpation, 
. and when both were:executed with ſo much rigour, the 
"Succeſs of all the DoQtrines that were eſtabliſhedin thoſe 


Days ought to make no Impreſſion on vs, in its Favour. 


VII. It. is no leſs plain, that there. was a great and 
vigorous Oppoſition made to every Step of the Progrefs 
of this Dcarine.. When the Eutychians firſt made 
uſe of it, the greateſt Men of that Age ſet themſelves 


againft it, When the Worlſhippers of I»ages did after- 


wards deny, that the Sacrament was the. Image of the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, a General Conxcil in the Eaſt 
aſſerted, according to the ancient Liturgies, the con- 
trary Propoſition. When Paſchaſe Radbert ſet on foot 


' the Corporal Preſence in the Weſt, all the: great Men 


of the Age writ againſt him. Berexger was likewiſe 
highly-eſteemed, and had many ſecret Followers, when 
this Dcarine was firſt decreed : And ever ſince the 
time of the Council of the Lateran, that Tranſubſtan- 
tiation was eſtabliſhed,. there have been whole Bodies 


. of Men that have oppoſed it, and that have fallen as 


Sacrifices to the Rage of the Inquiſitors. And by the 
Proceſſes of thoſe. of Tholouſe, of which I have ſeen 
the Original Records, for the ſpace of twenty Years, 
it appears, that as Tranſubſtantiation was the Article 
upon which they, were always chiefly examined ; ſo it 
was that which many of them did conſtantly deny, 
ſo far were they on both ſides from looking on it only 
as an Explanation of the Real Preſexce. 


VII. The Novelty of this Do&rize appears plainly 
by the ſtrange work that the Schools have made with it, 
ſince 


(17) 
ſince they got it among them, beth in their Philoſo- 
phy and Divinity, and by the many different Methods 

_ that they 'took for explaining it, till they had licked 
it into the, ſhape, in which 'it is. now: Which is as 
plain an Evidence of the Novelty of the Dottrine as 
can be imagine:l, The Learned Mr. Alix has given - 
as a clear Deduction of all that Confuſion, into which 

| it has caſt the School-mez, and the many various Me- 

- thods that they fell on for maintaining it. Fzf, They 

| thought the Body of Chriit was broken by the Teeth 

of the Faithful: Then that appearing abſurd, fand ſub- - 
jecting our. Saviour to new Sufferings, the DoQtrine of 
a. Body's being in: a place after the manner of a Spirit 
was ſet up. And as to the Change, ſome thought that 
the Matter of Bread remained, but that it was united 

' to the Body of Chriſt, as Nouriſhment is digeſted into 

our Bodies : Others thought, that the Form of Bread 
remained, the Matter only being changed: And ſome _ 
thought, that the Bread was only withdrawn to give 
place to the Body of Chrilt, whereas others thought it 
was annihilated. While the better Judges had always 
| an Eye either to a Coxſubſtantiation, or to ſuch an Af- 
| ſumption-of the Bread and Wane by the Eternal Ward, 
as made the Sacrament in ſome ſenſe his Body indeed ; 

but not that Body which is now in Heaven. All theſe 
difterent Opinions, in which the Schoo/-mex were di- 
vided. even after. the Deciſion made by Pope [znocert, 

in the 'Council of the Laterax, ſhew, that the Dofrize, 
being a Novelty, Men did not yet know how to mould 

'or form it : But in proceſs of Time the whole Philolo- 

phy. was fo digeſted, as to prepare all Scholars in their 

firſt Formation to receive it the-more ealily. . And 1n 

our; Age, in which that Philoſophy has loſt its Credit, 
-what Pains do: they take to ſuppreſs the New Phuloſo- 
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hy; as ſeeing that it cannot be fo eaſily ſubdued to fins 
Lun 4 this Dotirine, as the 0 one was? And —_— 
unpleaſant thing to ſee the ſhifts, ro;which the :Part- 
fans of the Carteſian Philoſophy are driven, to explain 
themſelves: Which are indeed fo very ridiculous, that 
one can hardly think, that thoſe who make uſe of 


them, believe them ; for they are plainly rather Tricks 


and Excuſes than Anſwers. 


IX. No Man can deny, that Trazſubſtantiation is 
the Doarine of the Church of Rowe; .but he that will 
diſpute the Authority of 'the Councils of. the Laterarn 
and Trext. Now tho! ſome have done the firſt avow- 
edly, yet as their Number'is imall, and their Opinion 
decried ; {o for the Council of Trezt, tho T have khowa 
ſome of that Communion, who. do not look upon it 
aS$Aa General Council, and tho it is not at all. received in 
France, neither as to DoQtrine nor.Diſcipline, yet the 
contrary Opinion is ſo univerſally received, | that they 
who think otherwiſe, dare not fpeak out; and ſo give 
their Opinion as a Secret, which they truſt! in Conk- 
dence, rather than as a DoQrine which they] will own. 
Bur ſetting -.afide-the Authority of theſe Councils, the 
common Reſolution of Faith in the Church'of Rome 
being Tradition, it cannot be denied, that the conſtant 
and"general Tradition in the Church of Rome, theſe 
laft 50o Years, has been in favour of Tranſubſtantiation, 
and that is witneſſed by all-the Evidences by which it 
1s poffible to know Tradition. The Writings of Learn- 
ed Men,, the Sermons of Preachers, the Proceedings of 
Txihunals, the Decifions of Councils, that, if they were 
not General, were yet very numerous, and above. all 


| by the many Authentical Declarations the Popes have 


made in this matter. -So that either Tradition Ro 
or 


T 1} (ro ) 
for ever. rejefted as a falſe Conveyance, or this 15 the 
received :Doti#riae of the Church of Rowe, from which 
ſhe can never depart, without giving up both her [u- 
fallibility, and the Authority of Travition....''\.. . 


X, There is not any one- Point, in. which all the 
Reformed Churches do more ynanimouſlly agree, than in 
the rejeCting ' of 'T7auſubſantiatian ;:a8\ appears/baoth 
by the Harmony of 'theiv Confeſſions, landiby: theoure 
rent of all the Reformed Writers. And'for tlie Real 
Prefence, tho the Lutherans explan it-by a! Conſubſtan- 
tiation, and the reſt of the Reformed by-!1a- Reality. of 
Vertue and Efficacy; and'a;PrefſencoovÞ,Ghriit us brucy+ 
fied ; yetalbof them\thave takern:much!Painstofheut; 
that in. what ſenſe ſoever they meant it, they were:ſtifl 
far enough from Tranſubſtantiation. This demonſtrates 
the Wiſdom of our Legi/lators, in ſingling out this to 
be the ſole Point of the Teſt for Imployments : Since 
it is perhaps the only Point in Controverſy, in which 
the. whole. Church of Rome holds the Affirmative, 
and the whole Reformed hold the Negative. And it 
is as certain, that Tranſubſtantiation is the DoArine of 
the Church of Rowe, as that it is rejected by the 
Church of Ezglazd; it being by Name condemned in 
our Articles. 


And thus, I hope, the whole Plea of our Author in 
favour of Tranſubſtantiation 15 overthrown in all its 
three Branches : which relate to the DoQrrine of the 
Primitive Church, the Doctrine of the Church of Rome, 
and the DoQrine of the Church of England, as well 
as of the other Reformed Churches. IT have not loaded- 
this Paper with Quotations, becauſe I intended to be 


ſhort : But I am ready to make good all the —_— o 
"AQ 
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Fat aſſerted in it, under the higheſt Pains of Infamy, 


if I fail in the performance : And belſides, the more Vo- 


luminous: Works that; have been writ on this SubjeR;: 


. ſuch as Albertines,\\Glauds)Anfwerifo Mr. Arnard,. and 


F. Nonet, Larrogues Hiſtory of the Euchariſt, there 
have been ſo many. learned Diſcourſes written of late 
on this Subje&, and in particular, two Anſwers to 
the: Bifhops; :Books, :that af it had not: been thought 
expedient; that:T,fhould have. caſt the whole matter 
into. a ſhore;Paper, I ſhould not have judged it neceſſa- 
ry to trouble the World with more Diſcourſes on a 
Subje& that ſeems exhatifted. I will add no more, 
but that :by.'the-next.; I will: giye: another Paper. of 
- Ame: Bulk ' upon:.the Javlatry: of the. Church off 
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ANSVVER 


To that Part about | 
IDOLATRY, &c 


HE -words of tlie Te that belong to this Point are 

theſe, The Invocation or Adoration of the Virgia Mary, 

or any other Saint, and the Saucriſue of the Maſs, as they 

are now uſed in the Church of Rome, are. ſupcyſtuions 
and-idolatrous, apon which our Author faſtens this Confure, 
« That lince by this the Church of Rome is charged with 1as- 
&« latry, which both forfeits Mens Lives here, and their Salva- 
« tion hereafter, according to the expreſs words of Scripture.: 
© 1's a damnable peice of Cruelty and: Uncharitablenefs, -to 
« load them with this Charge, if. they are.not:guilty of it.z,and 
« upon this he goes ta clear them of it not_ only io the-two Ar- 
& ticles mentiored in the Te, the Worſhip of Saints, ard the 
&« Sacrifice of the 27aſs, but that,his Apology might be com- 
&« pleat, he takes in, and indeed iniſtshieily on the Worſhip 
« of 1mages, tho, that is not at all mentioned in the Teſp, he 
& brings; a'great many Quotations out of the Old Feſtament, 
&« to) ſhew the Idglatry. prohibited in it,, was: the worſhipping 
<& the Sun, Moon, and Stars, or the making.an Image to reſem- 
« ble the Divine Eſſence, upon which he produces alſo ſome 
©« other Authorities. And in this conſiſts the Subſtance of his 
Plea for the Church of Reme. . But upon _.all this he'ought to 
haye retracted both the Licenſe that himſelf gave ſomes, Years 
ago: to Dr. Stillingfleet's Book, of the 1aolatry of the Chircb, of 
Rome, and his own haſty Aſſertion in.condemning both Tivk, and 
Papiſt as guilty of Idolatry ; I one for worſhipping. lead In 


poſfor, 
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poſtor, and the other for worſhipping « ſenſuſe piece of matter. It 


feems he is Bw convinced, that the latter part of this Charge 


that falls on the Papifs, was as falſe as the former that falls on 


the Turks certainly is ; for they never worſhipped Mabomer, 
but hold him only in high Reverence, as an extraordinary 
Prophet, as the Jews do Moſes, It's very like that if the Turks 
bad taken Yiemna, he would have retracted that, as he has now 
in effe&t done the other : for 1 believe he is in the ſame 


"diſpoſition to reconcile himſelf to the 2ufts, and the Pope, 


but the Ottoman Empire is now as low as Popery is high : ſo he 


will brave the Tk, {till to] his Teeth, tho he did him wrong, 
ard will humble himſelf tothe Papift, tho he did him nothing 
but right: But now I take leave cf the Man, and will con- | 


fine my ſclf ſeverely to the matter that is beiore me. Ard, 
1. How guilty ſoever the Church of Reme is of 1dolarry, yet 


the. Teſt does not plainly aſſert that; for there is as great a | 
difference between 1ablatrous and Jaolatry, as there is in Law 
between what is reaſonable and what is Treaſon, The one 


imports only a Worſhip that 13 conformable to avlatry, an 
that has a tendency.to it, whereas'the other t5 the plain Sin it 


felf. There is alfo a great difference between what now usd 


zn that Church,.and the Explanations that ſome of their Doctors 


give of that uſage. We are to take the uſage of the Church: 


of \Rome from her Publick Offices, and her authoriſed Practices ; 


- fo that if theſe have a Conformity to /avlatry, and a tendency 


t6 it, then the words of the Teſt ate juſtified, what Senſe ſo- 
ever ſome learned Men among them may put on theſe Offices 
and Practices ; therefore the.Te/t may be well maintained, ei en 
tho we ſhould acknowledg that 'the Church of Rome was not 
gullty of Jaolatry: | ills 

2. If 1delatry was a Crime puniſhable by Death under the 
Old Teſtament, that does not ar all concern us : nor does the 
Charge of J1dslatry authorize the People to kill all Jdolaters ; 
unleſs our Author can prove,: that we believe our ſelves to be 


under all the Political and Judiciary Precepts of the Law of 


Moſer; and even among the Jews the Execution of that ſevere 
Law belonged either to the Magiſtrate,-or to ſome authorized 
and inſpired Perſon, who as a Zealot might execute the Lay, 
when the Magiftrate was wanting to his Duty -ſo that this was 


writ inviduouſly only, as it ſeems, to inflame the Paps/t the more 


againſt 


ne 
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againſt us; But the ſame Calviniſt Prince, that has expreſt ſo 
juit an Averſion to the repealing the 'Tef#, has at the ſame 


time ſhewed ſo merciful an Inclinationtowards the Ro. Catholicks, 


that of all the Reproaches in the World, one that intended to 
plead for that Religion oughtito have avoided the mentioning 
of Blood or Cruelty withithe:greateſt care.- > 4 
3. It's true we cannot help believing that /dolatry.is a dam- 
nable Sin, that ſhuts Men out of the.Kingdom of Heaven ; and 
if every Sin in which :a Man dizs without Repentance does itz 
much more this, which is one of the.greateſt of. all Sins. - But 
yet after all, there is Mercy for Sins of Ignorance upon Mens 
general Repentance; and therefore ſince God alone knows the 
degrees of Mens Knowledg and of their Ignorance, and how 
far it is either .affefted on the one hand, and invincible on the 
other, we do not take upon us to enter into Gad's Secrets, or 
to judg of the Salvation or Damnation of particular Perſons, 
nor mult we be byafſed in our Enquiry into themature of any 
Sins either by a fond regard to the ſtate cf our Anceſtors, or 
by the due reſpect that we owe to.thoſe who are over us in 
Civil Matters. In this caſe things are what God has declared 
them to be; we can neither make them better nor worſe than 
he has made them ; and we are only to judg of «things, leaving 
Perſons to the merciful as well as the juſt and dreadful Jadg- 
ment of God. | Y, 
4. All the ſtir that our Author keeps with the examining of 
the Idolatry committed by the Fews under the Old Tefta:rerr, 
ſuppoſing it were all true, will ſerve nq, more for acquitting the 
Church of Rome, than a Plea would avail a Criminal, who werg 
- arraigned of High Treaſon for coyning Mony, or for counters 
feiting the King's Seal, in which one ſhould ſet forth, that High 
Treaſon was the murdering the. King, or the levying War againſt 
him, and that therefore the Criminal who was guilty of nei- 
ther of theſe twa, ought to be acquitted... Idolatry, .as'well as 
Treaſon, is a comprehenſive Notion, and has many. different 
Branches : ſo that:tho the worſhipping the Hoſt of Heaven,.orc 
the worſhipping an Image as a Reſemblance of ithe Livinity, 
may be acknowledged to be the higheſt degrees of 1avlatry, 
yet. many other Corruptions in the Worſhip: of :Gad are: juſtly 
reducible to it, and-may be termed not only adolarnexs, but 1ds- 

_ larry itſelf. ; > 79 +a 
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firſt and ſecond Commandment, yet by the parity of things we 
may conclude, that many. Sins are reducible to them, .beſides 
thoſe that are expreſly named ;. and tho we have not ſo com-- 
pleat a Hiſtory of the [aolatry of the Neighbouring Nations to: 
Fudea before the Captivity, yet we do certainly know what! 
was the Jablatry of which the Grecks' and Romans: were. guilty 
when the New Teitament| was writ, and the greateſt part of 
the New Teſtament is written chieily with relation to the Jews; 
whoſe freedom from 1dolarry gave no occaſion to treat of it, yet- 
in thoſe few. Paſſages which relate to: the Heathen' /ds/atry then 


' * 5, Our Saviour in his' Sermon on the Mount has ſhewed ns , 
how many Sins are reducible to the ſecond Table of the. Law, 
befides thoſe of Murder, Adultery, &c. that are expreſly named 
init; and tho the Jews in that time having delivered them- 
ſelves entirely fromthe Sin of 7dolatry, to which their Fathers 
were ſo prone, | av him no occaſion' of commenting on the 


| en foot, the' holy Writers retain the ſame Phraſe and Style, that. - 


were ufed'in'the Old Teſtament; which gives us juſt reaſon to 
believe, that the Idolatry: was upon the matter and. in its main- 
ſtroak the ſame under both,and if ſo,then we have a Door opene 
to us to difcover all our Author?s falſe reaſonings ;-and upon this 
diſcovery we ſhall find/that all theanſpired Writers charged the 
Heather [Worſhip with /dolarry, not fo'mrch with relation to 
the Gloſſes that Philoſophers and other Political Men might put 
- on their Res, but with relation to the Praftice 1n it ſelf. 
6.. But ſince Jdolatry is a. Sin againſt a moral and unchange- 


able Law, let us ſtate the true Notion of the right Worſhip of 


God, and by conſequence of /avlarry (tho this is done with 
that exadnelſs by the worthy after of the Temple, that it ſhould 
make a Man afraid to come after him..) Our-Ideas of God, and: 
the Homage of Worſhip and Service that we. offer up purſuant 
fo theſe, are not only to be conſidered as they are jult thoughts 
- of God, and Acts. ſuitable to thoſe-thoughts,. but as they are 
Ideas that tend both to elevate 'and purihe our-own Natures ; 
for the Thoughts of God are the Secds of all Truth and Vertue 
in us, which being deeply rooted in us, makes us become cor- 
formable to the Divine Nature. So that the Sin of J1delatry con- 


ſiſts in this, that our Ideas of God being corrupted,. he is eithey 


defrauded of that Honour, which, tho dueto hin, is transferred 
to- andther, or is diſhonoured by a Worſhip unſtable to: his 
| 614 | Nature, 
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Nature, and wealſo by forming wrong Ideas of the Objett of. 
our Worſhip, become corrupted by them. ' Nething raiſes the 
Soul of Man more than ſublime Thoughts of God's Greatneſs. 
and Glory ;' and nothing perfetts it more-than juſt notions of 
his Wiſdom and Goodneſs. On the contrary, nothing debaſes 
our Natures more, than the offering our Worſhip and Service 
toa: Being that is low and unworthy of it ; or the depreſling: 
the Supreme Being in our Thoughts or Worſhip to- ſomewhat 
that is like our ſelves, or perhaps worſe;- therefore the deſign of 
true Religion being the forming in us ſuch notions as may exalt 
and ſanttify our Natures, as well as the railing a Tribute to the 
Author of our Being, that is in ſome ſort unworthy of him, the 
Sin of {dolatry is upon this account chiefly forbidden in $crip-. 
ture, becauſe it corrupts our 1deas of God, and by a natural. 
tendency this muſt likewiſe corrupt our Natures, when we ei- 
ther raiſe up an del ſo far in our Thoughts as to fancy it a-Godz 
or depreſs Godſo far as to make him-an 14, for theſe two ſpe- 
cies of 1aolatry have both the ſame effect on us : and as a Wound 
in a Man's Vitals is much more-deſtructive, than any, how deep 
and'dangerous ſoever, that is in his Limbs, ſince it is poſlible- 
for him to recover of the one, but not of rhe other ; ſo Idola- 
try corrupts Religion in its ſource : Thus J1dolatry in its moral 
and unchangeable- Nature is the honouring any Creature as. a- 
God, or the imagining that God is ſuch a Being as the other. 
Creatures are 3 and this hed-been a Sin, tho no- Law againſt it 
had ever been given to Mankind'but the Light and Law of Na-- 
ture. | 

7. But after all this there are different degrees in this Sin : for 
the true notion of God being this, that he comprehends all Per- 
feRions in his-Eſſence 3 the aſcribing all theſe to a Creatorary-is. 
the higheſt. degree of 1dslatry + but the aſcribing any one of 
theſe infinite Perfettion:, or ( which ts all one with relation to 
- our Aftions) the doing any thing which zwporz, or is underſtood 


to #port it, is likewiſe /aolatry, tho of a lower degree of Guilt-; - 


fo likewiſe the imagining that the true God is no other-than as an 
Idol, repreſents him to be, is the higheſt degree of the other. 
fpecies of Tdelatry, but the conceiving him 2s baving a Body. in, 
which his Eternal Mind dwells, or-fancying-that any ſtrange. Nir- 


tre from him dwells in avy Body to ſuch a-degreey as to: make - 


that Body-the-proper. Objett of Worſhip, unleſs he-has aſſured - 
| 3» WY, : 
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* * vs that heis really united to that Body; and dwells in it 5 which 


was the caſe of the Cloud of Glory under the O1d Teſtament, 
and mrch more of the humane Nature of Chriſt under the New ; 
this is likewiſe 1dolatry, for in all theſe it is plain that the true. 
Ideas of Ged, and the Principles of Religion are corrupted. 

8. There are two Principles in the Nature of Men that make 
him very apt to fall into /alatry,cither inward or outward.” The 
firſt is the weakneſs of molt Peoples Minds, which are fo ſunk 
into-groſs Phanteſmns and ſenſible CbjeCts, that they are ſcarce 
- capable to raiſe their Thovghts to pure and ſpiritual Ideas : and 
therefore they arc apt either to forget Religion quite, or to en-- 
rertain it by Objets that are viſible and ſenſible: the other is,that 
. Mens Appetites and Paſlions being for the moſt part roo ſtrong 
for them. and theſe not being reconcileable to the true Ideas of 
a pure and ſpiritual Eſſence, they are eaſily diſpos'd to embrace 
ſuch-notions of God- as may live more'peaceably with their Vi- 
ces : and fo they hope by a Profulion of Expence and Honour, 
or of Fury and Rage, which they employ in the Worſhip of an 
imaginary Deity, to purchaſe their Pardons, and to compenſate 
for their other Crimes, if not to authoriſe thetn. Theſe two 
Principles that are ſo rooted in our frail and corrupt Natures, 
being wrought on by the Craft and Authority of ambirious and. 
covetous Men, who are never wanting in all Ages and Nations, 
have brought forth all that 7do/atry, thar has appear'd in ſo ma- 
ny different Shapes up and down the World, and has been diver- 
ſified according to the various Tempers, Accidents and Conſti- 
Ltutions of the ſeveral Nations and Apes of the World. | 

9. I now come to examine the Beginnings of 7dolatry as they 
are repreſented to us in the Scripture, | in which it will appear, 
that*our Author's account of it ſhews him guilty, either of great® 
Ignorance or of that which is worſe : he pretends, © that the: 
<« firſt plain Intimation that we have of it in Paleſtine, is, when 
& 7acob after his Converſation with the Schechemites, command- 
<« ed his Family to put away their ſtrange Gods ; whereas we 
have an earlier and- more particular account of thoſe ſtrange 
Gods in the ſame Beok of Geneſis, Chap. 31. where when Ja- 
cob fled away from Laban, it.is ſaid, wer. 19. that Rachel ſtole 
her Father's Images or Teraphim : and theſe are afterwards call'd 
by Laban his Gods, ver. 30. and theſe very Images are called by 
Foſhna 24. v. 2. Strange Gods: ſo that the ſtrange GedeTrom 
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which Jacob cleanſed his Family, Gem. 35. 2. were no other than - 

the Teraphim ;, ſo that in the Teraphim we are to ſeek for the s 

true Original of 1dolatry, and for the ſenſe of the Phraſe of o- 

ther Gods, or ſtrange Gods, which is indeed the true Key to this 
whole matter. Theſe were little Statues, ſuch as the Ds: lars 

or Penates were afterwards among the Romans, or the Pagods + 
now in the Ea#, in which it was believed, that there was ſuch a 
Divine Virtue ſhut up, that the /dolaters expected Proteftion 
from them : and as all People in all times are apt to truſt to 
Charms, ſo thoſe who pretended to chain down the Divine Influ- 

ences to thoſe Images, had here a great occaſion given them to 
decei;e the World ;.of this fort was the Palladium of Troy, w 
and the Ancille of Rome ;, and this gave the riſe to all the Cheats _ 
of Toleſmes and Taliſmans that came afterwards, theſe were of 
different Figures : and ſince our Author confeſſes, p: 12.4. that 
Cherubim and Teraphim are ſometimes uſed promuſcuouſly for. 
one another, it is probable that the Figure of both was the ſame ; 
and ſince it is plain from Ezekzel that the Cherubim reſembled a 
Calf (compare Ezek, 1. 10. with chap. 10. 14. where what is 
called in the firſt the Face of an Ox, is called in the other the 
Face of a Cherub) from hence it is probable that the Teraphirn, - 
cr at leaſt ſome of them were of the ſame Figure. In theſe it 
was alſo believed, that there were different degree; of Charms : 
Some were believed ſtronger than others ; ſo that probably 
Pharaoh thought that Moſes and Aaron had a Terafhim of greater 
Virtue. than his Magicians had, which is the cleareſt account that 

I know of his hardening his Heart againſt ſo many Miracles : 

' and this alſo ſeems to be the firſt occalion of the Phraſe of the- 

. Gods of the ſeveral Nations, and of ſome being ſtronger than o-- 
ther ; that is, the Teraphim of the one were believed to have a 
higher degree of Enchantment in them, than the others had. 

This then leads ns to the right Notion of Aaron's Golden Calf, 
and of the terms of graved and carved Imazes in the fecond Com- 
mandment, and even of the other Gods in the firſt Command- + 
ment : for we have ſeen that both in' the ſtile of Aofes and Fo- - 
ſhna the Images were thoſe Teraphim,which they alſo called ftrange - 
' Gods, when the 1/raelires thought that doſes had forſaken them, 
they came to Aaron deſiring him to make them Geds, that is, 
Teraphims, yet they preſcribed no form to him, but lefr that - 


wholly to him, and fo the Dream of their Fondneſs of the Egyp- 
[14 
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tian Tdolatry vaniſhes ; for it was Aaron's choice thatzmade it a 
Calf: perhaps he had ſeen the Divine Glory, as a Cloud between 
, the Cherubims when he went up into the Mountain z Exod.-24- 
9,10.” for a Pattern being ſhewed to Meoſ#s of the Tabernacle 
that he was fo make, it 4s probable Aaron ſaw that Tikewile, 
nd this mjght Yiſpoſe him-to give them a Seraphim, tn that fi- 
-gure..;-this is alſo the-moſt probable account both of the Calves 
of Dan ard Beth! ſer up by Feroboam, and alſo of the Jſraelues 
'worſhipping the Fphod that Gideon made. Frd, 8. 27. of the /- 
"dolatry of Micah ard the Danes whorobbed him, Jud. 17.18. 
'and of rhe 1/raelites offering Incenſe to the Brazen Serpent, 2 
\Kings 18. 4. which ſeemed to have all the Solemnities of a Tera- 
fhim 10 it, ſo-that it is plain, the greateſt part of the 1dolatry 

under the Old Teftamert was the Worſhip of the Teraphim. 
10. But to compleat this Argument with relation to the.pre- 
Fenr Point, it is no leſs plain, that the true Jehovah was wor- 
-ſhipped inthoſe Teraphim. © To begin with the firſt, it 1s clear 
'that Zavan in the Covenant he made with Zaceb, appeals not on- 
ly to the God of Abraham, Gen. 31. 53. but likewiſe to Feho- 
-vah, ver. 49. for though that Name was not then known, yet 
\ Moſes Þy .vſing it on that occaſion, ſhews us plainly that Labar 
was a Worlhipper of the true Gcd'; Aaron ſhews the ſame by 
intimating that Feaſt which he appointed to Jehovah, Exod. 
32. 5. (which our Author thought not fir to mention) -the Peo- 
_ -pte alſo by calling theſe, wer. 4. the Gods that brought them out of 
_- Egypr, ſhew that they had no Thoughts of the Egyptian Jdolatry - 
' but they believed that /Zoſes had carried away the Teraphim, in 
the Vircue of which it ſeems they fancied that he had wrought 
# his Miracles, and that Aaron, whothey believed knew the Se- 
cret, had made them new ones : *and this is the moſt probable 
.account of their Joy in celebrating that Feaſt. And as for Fero- 
* boam, the caſe ſeems to be plainly the ſame; he made the People 
 believethatthe Teraphim which he gave them in Dan and Bethel, ' 
were as gocd as thoſe that were at Jeruſalem : for as his deſign 
was no other than to hinder their going thither, 1 Kzgs 12, 27. 
ſox is not likely that either he would or durſt venture upon a 
' total Change of their Religion, or that it could have palled 
 {ſoeaſfily with the People, whereas the other had nothing extra- 
- ordinary in it. It is alſo plain, that as Feroboam called the 
 Calyes the Gods that brought them out of Egypt, v. 28. pr ſtill 
FE | acknow- 
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acknowledged the true Fehovah: for the Prophets both true and 


falſe.in his Time propheſied in the Name of Fehovah, 1 King. 13. 


2, 1$, 26. and when bis Son was ſick, he ſent his Wife to the 
Prophet of Fehovab, ch. 14. The Story of the new /dolatry, that 
Achab ſet up of the Baalim,: ſhews alſo plainly that the 01d Wor- 
ſhippers of the Calves adhered to the true Jehovah : for Elijah 
ſtates the matter, as if the Nation had been divided between 
Fehovah and Baal, 1 King. 18. 21, 39. And the whole Story of 

ebu confirms this, 2'Kings 9. 6, 12, 36. he was anointed King 
in the Name of Jehovah: and alſoon as the Captains that were 
with him, knew this, they acknowledged him their. King ; he 
likewiſe ſpeaking of the Fact of the Men of Samaria, cites the 
Authority of Jebovab, 2 Kings 10. 10, 16, 29. which ſhews that 
the People acknowledged ir ſtill : and he called his Zeal againſt 
the Worſhip of Baal; his Zeal for Jehovah, and yet both he and 
his Party worſhipped the Catves. It is noleſs clear that Micah, 
who called his Teraphim his Gods, Tudg. 18. 24. was a Worlhip- 
per of the true Febovab, Judg. 17. 13. ard there is little reafon 
to doubt that this was the caſe of Graeons Ephod, and of the 
BrazenSerpent. It were needlels to go about the proving that 
all theſe corrupt Ways of Worſhip were Iaolatrow.: the Calf 
1s expreſly called an 1dol by St. Stephen, ACts 7.41. and the thing 
is ſo plain that it is denied by none that I know of; ſo here we 
have a Species of Tavlatry plainly ſet forth in Scripture, in which 
the true God was worthipped in an Jmage; and I fancy it is 
ſcarce neceſſary to inſorm the Reader, that wherever he finds 
LORD in Capitals in the Engliſh Bible, it is for Jehovah in the 
Hebrew. 

11. It 1s very true that the great. and prevailing 7aolatry of 
all the Eaſt grew to be the Worſhip of the Hoſt of Heaven, 
which ſeems to have riſen very naturally out of the other 1dola- 
try of the Teraphim, which probably was the ancienter of the 
two, for when Men came to think that Divine Influences were 
tied to ſuch Images, it was very natural for them to fancy that 
a more ſoveraign degree of Influence was in the Sun, and by 
conſequence that he deſerved Divine Adoration much more 
than their poor little Teraphim. Bur it 1s alſo clear, thag this, 
Adoration which they offered to the Sun, was not with relati- 
" on to the matter of that ſhining Body, but to the Divinity, 


which they believed was lodged in it. This appears not only 
EO - from 
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from the Greek Writers, Zenophon and Platarch, but from the 
greateſt Antiquity-that is now: in the World ; the bas Reliefr 
that are in the Ruins of the Temple of Perſepotss, which are 
deſcribed with fo much Coft and Care, by that worthy and 
tearned Gentleman Sir John Chardin, and which the World ex- 
pets ſo greedily from him, he favoured me with: a fight of 
them, and in theſe it appears,. that in their Triomphs, of 
which a whole Series remains intire, they carried not only the 
Fire, which was the Emblem of the *Body of the Sun, but 
after that the Emblem of he Divinity thatit ſeems they thought 
was in it under the Repreſentation of a Head emvironed 'with 
Clouds, which is the moſt natural Emblem that we'can fancy, 
of an Intellizenc and Incomprehenſible Being. It's true, as- 
Jdolatry grows ſtill grofler and groſſer, the Intelligent Being 
was ac laſt forgot, tho it ſeems it was remembred by their 
Philoſophers, ſince the Greeks came to know it, and all their 
Worſhip was paid to the Sw; or to his Emblem the Fire, f6 
that even this Idolatry was moſt probably the Worſhip of the 
true God at firſt, under a vilible Repreſentation ; and that 
this was an effet of the former Jdolatry is confirmed from what 


| was ſaid by Moſes, Deut. 4. 14 to 19. where he plainly inti- 


mates the Progreſs-that 1dolatry would have, if they once came- 
to worſhip Graven or Molten Tmages, or make any ſort of fimi- 


_ litude for the great. God ; this: would carry them to lift up 


their Eyes. to Heaven, and worſhip and ſerve the Hoſt of Hea- 
Ven, 

12, The next ſhape that -1dolatry took, was the worſhip- 
ping ſome ſubordinate Spirits thei? Geries, which were in effect: 
* Angels, or departed Men and Women, and this filled both Greece 
and Rome, and was the prevailing Jdolatry when the New 
Teſtament was writ : But that all theſe Nations believed ſill 
one Supreme Ged, and that they conſidered theſe juſt as the. 
Roman Church does now. #ngels and Saints: ( mutatis mutand;s ) 
has been made out ſo invincibly by the Learned Dr. Stilling- 
Ficet, that one would rather think that he had over-charged 
his Argument with too much Proof, than that it is any way 
defeaive, and: yet this Worſhip of thoſe Secondary Detties is 
charged with Jdelatry both. in the As and in the Epiſtles, {o-- 
often,. that It is plain the inſpired Writers believed, 'that'the 
giving'any degrees of Divine. Worſhip. to a Creature, m- - a 
ubor« - 
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fubordinate form,' was 1delatry ;, and St. Paul gives us a com- 

rehenſive Notion. of 1delatry, that it was the giving Divine 
Service (the word is Dahlia ) to thoſe that by Nature were 
not Gods, G4. 4. 8. and he throws off all Lords as well as all 
the Gods .of the Heathen as 1dols, and in oppoſition to theſe, 
reduces the Worſhip of the Chriſt:ans to the Objet of one 
God the Father, aud of one Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 1 Cor. 8. 5, 6. 
So that the Greek and Roman Idolatry being (trictly that which 
is condemned in the New Teſtament, -of which we have ſuch 
a copious Evidence from their Writings, it is plain that even 
inferiour degrees of. Worſhip, when offered up to Creatures, 
tho Angels, is /dolatry ; and tho: the Heathens thought neither 
Jupiter nor Aercary the ſupreme Deities, yet the Apoſtles did 
not for all that forbear to call them /dols, Acts 14. 15. 

1 3. Our Author pretends to bear a great reſpet to Antiquity, 
and therefore I might in the next place ſend him to all thar 
the Fathers have writ againſt the Greek, and Roman Idolatry, in 
which he will find that the Heathens had their Explainers as 
well as the Church of Rome has ;; they denied they worſhipped 
their mages, but ſaid they made uſe of them only to raiſe up 
their Minds by thoſe vifible Objects ; yet as Sr. Paul begun the 
Charge againſt the Athenians of Idvlatry, Acts 17. 29. for their 
Geds of Gold, Silver, Wood and Stone, it was ili kept vp and 
often repeated by the Fathers, tho the Philoſophers might have 
thrown it back upon them _ with all chat Pomp of dreadful 
Words, which our Author makes uſe of againſt thoſe that 
faſten the ſame Charge upon the Church of Rome. The ſame 
might be ſaid with relation to the Fathers, accuſing th:m of 
Polytheiſm, in worſhipping,many Gods, and of 7delatry, in wor- 
ſhipping thoſe that had been but Men like themſelves : for it 
is plain that-at leaſt all the Philoſophers and wiſe Men believed, 
that theſe were only depnted by the Great God to govern ſome: 
Countries and Cities ;z and that they were Mediators and Inter- 
ceſlors between God -and Men: but all this, that appears ſo fully 
in Celſzs, Porpbiry, and. many others, did not make the Fathers 
give over the Charge.. Dr. Sti#5ngfleet has given ſuch fulkProots 
of this, that nothing can be :made plainer than the matter of 
Fact is.. We ktow likewiſe that when the Controverſy aroſe 
concerning the. God-head' of Jeſus Chriſt, Arhanaſiis and the 
other Fathers, made uſe of the ſame Argument againſt the 
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AFTIANS, who worſhipped him, that they could not be excuſed 
from the Sin of Jdolarry, in worſhipping and invocating him - 
whom' they believed only to be a Creature ; which ſhews that 
it was the Senſe of the Chriſtians of that Age; that all Atts of 
Divine Worſhip, and in particular, all Prayers that 'were offer- 
ed up to any that was not truly and by Nature'God, and the 
Erernal God, were ſo many Acts of 1dolatry. So that.upon the 
whole matter it is clear, that the worſhipping the true God 
under a Cerporeal Repreſentation, and the worſhipping or in- 
vocating-of Creatures, tho in an inferior degree, was taxed by 
the Apoſtles and by the Primitive Church as zdo/atroue. - When 
they accuſe them for thoſe Corruptions of Divine Worſhip, 
_ ) they did nct conſider the ſoftning Excuſes of more refined Men, 
ſo much as the Acts that were done, which to be ſure do always 
carry the ſtupid vulgar..to the groſleſt degrees of 1avlarry ;. and 
therefore every ſtep towards it is-ſo ſeverely forbid by God; 
ſince upon one ſtep made in the publick Worſhip,: the People 
are ſure to make a'great many more in their Notions of things, 
therefore if we ſhould accuf: the Church'of Rome for all the 
Exceſles of the paſt Ages, or of the more ignorant Notions in 
the preſent Age, ſuch as Spain and Portugal, even this might be 
in ſome degree well grounded, becauſe the publick and autho- 
ris Offices and Practices of that Church has given the riſe 
ro-all thoſe Diſorders ;,,and even in this: we ſhould but copy 
after the Fathers, whs always repreſent the Pagan Idelairy; 
not as Cicero or- Plutarch had dore it, but according to the 
groſfſeſt. Notions and Practices of the vulgar. 

14. All that our Author ſays concerning the Cherubims, de- 
ſerves not an Anſwer, for what uſe ſoever might be made of 
| this, to excuſe the Lutherans for the uſe of Images, without wor 
ſhipping them,.( tho after all, the doing ſuch a thing upon a 
Divine Commandment, and the doing 1t without a-Command,. 
are two very different things ) yet it cannot belong to the Wor- 
ſhip of Images, ſince the 1/raetires:pajd no-worſtup to the Che- 
rubims; They paid indeed a Divine Worſhip to the Cloud of 
Glory, which was between them, and which is often in-the Old 
Teſtament called God himſclf,. in all thoſe Expreſſions in which 
he is-ſaid-to:dwell between” the: Cherubims.- But this being 2. 
miraculous Symbol: of: the: Divine. Preſence,. from -whiich they- 
| td Anſivers in all: extraordinary. Caſes, .it was God himſelf; 

| With: 
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witlr any Image or Repreſentation, that was worſhipped in It; 
as we Chriſtians pay ,our Adorations to the Human Nature of 
Chriſt, by virtue of that more ſublime and ineffable in-dwelling 
of the God-head irs him, in which caſe it is God only that we 
worſhip, in the Mar Chrift -' even as the Reſpett that we'pay 
to a Man terminates in-his Mind, tho the outward Expreſlions 
of it go to the-Body, to which the Mind-is united ; ſo in that 
unconceivable Union between the Divine and Human Natures 
in Chriſt, weadore the -God-head only, even when we worſhip 
the Man. | | | T2 1-9 

5. The general part of this Diſcourſe being-thus' ſtated, 
the Application of it to the Church of Rome will be no hard 
matter : I will not inſiſt much on the Article of mage-worſhipz. 
becauſe it is not comprehended in the Fef, tho our Author 
dwells longeſt on it, to let us ſee how carefully, but to how 
little purpoſe he had read. Dr. Spencer*s learned Book. © But if 
one conſiders the Ceremonies and Prayers with which Images; 
and particularly Crefſes, are to be dedicated by the Reman Pon- 
tifical, and the formal Adoration of the Croſs on'Good-friday ;; 
and the ſtrange Virtues that are not only believed to be in ſome 
Images by the Rabble, but that are authoriz*d not only by the 
Books of Devotion publickly allowed among them, but even by: 
Papal Bulls and Indulgences, he will be forced to confeſs that the 
old Notions of the Teraphim are clearly revive& among; 
them. This could be made out in an infinite Induction of Par- 
ticulars, of which the Reader will find a large account in the 
Learned Dr. Brevizt's Treatiſe, entituled; Saul and Samuel at 
Endor. But 1 come now- to: the two Branches mentioned. in» 
the Teſt. | 

16. One is the Sacrifice of the Maſs ;.in which-if either our: 
Senſes that tell us it is now Bread and Wine, or the New Te- 
ſtament in which it is called both Bread, ard the Fruit of the: - 
Vine, even aſter the Conſecration;- or if. the Opinion 'of the- 
firſt ſeven Centuries, or if the true Principles: of Philoſophy, 
concurring altogether, are ſtrong:enough, we are as certaitt: as- 
it is poſſible for us to be- of any thing, .that./ they are; ftull+ 
according'to our Author's own Phraſe, afrfieſs piece. of matter £;: 
when thercfore this has Divine Adoration offered ta.it, when it- 
is called the good God; carried about.in ſolema;Proceſſiians;.ands 
receiyes-as publick- and- as ltumble--2'-Veneration: as o_ ” 
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| offered vp tothe Deity it ſelf, if it appeard vidbly: Here the 
' higheſt degree of Diviae Workhip is offered up to a Creature j 
| nor will lack Worſhippers, believing this to 

| of Chriſt, fave the matter, if indecq it is not\ſo. This may 


truly the Body 


nogdoubt gd 2 great way to ſave themſelyes, and to bring their 
Sins into the claſs of the Sins' of Ignorance : but what" large 
T livvghts faever we have of the Mercies of God to their Per- 
fons, we: can have no Indulgence for an At of Diyine Adorati- 


_.on, which is directed to an, Object that we are cither ſure is 


Bread, or we are ſure of nothing elſe. : 
17." As for: the Invocation” and {Hderation of the Bleſſed Virgin 
and the Saints, 1 ſhall offer only 'three Clafles of Inſtances to 
prove it /dolatrow. my | | 
1. In the Office of the Maſs on many of the Satzts Days, that 
"Sacrifice which .is no other than the Body and Blood of Chriſt, 
according tothem is offered up to the Honour of the Saints, and 


| _ they prayto God to accept of it through the Saints Interceſli- 


on, one would think it were enough to offer up the'Sacrifices of 


- Prayers and Praiſes to them ; but here is a Sacrifice, which car- 


ries in'the-plain Words of it the moſt abſurd 7dblatry that is 


- poſlible, which is the offering vp the Creator to the Honour of 


a Creature. ; 
2. In the Prayers and Hymns that are in their publick Offices, 
there are Petitions offered up to the Saints, that! in the plain 
fenfe of the Words import . their pardoning our Sins, and 
changing our Hearts : the: daily Prayer to the'/V:rgiz goes far 
this way'z Ts nos ab hoſte protege, & hora mortis fuſcipe , Do 
thou proteft us from our Enemy, and receive w in the hour of Death, 
Another goes yet further ; Culpas noſtras ablue, ut perenms Sedem 
Glerie, per te redempri, valeamm ſcandere ;, Waſh thou away our 
Sins, that fo being redeemed by thee,, we may aſcend up to the Adan- 
ſoorrs of Glory. That to thei Angels is of the ſame nature ; Vo 
ftra diluant jam Pecrata preſtando ſupernam Celi gloriam ;, Ma 
they waſh away our Sins, and grant us the Heavenly Glory. ] ſhall 
to this add two Addreſles to: two of our Engliſh Saints ; the 
firſt is to S..iban, Te nunc petimu Patrone preco ſedule, qui es no- 
fira'vera 'Glorea froe precum..uatys, ſervorutm. feelera 3 We implore 
thee, 'our- Patron; iwho art our true Gloty, do thou. take. away the 
Serunms,. by thy Prayers. And:the other relates to _ 


Thomas Beekgt, whowm I believe our Author-will not deny to hays 
C44. : n 
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been as great a Rebel, as either. Coligny or his Faction; and yet 
they prop thus to Chriſt, T# per Thome ſanguinem, quem ler | 


effudit,. fac nos Chrifte, ſcandere quo Thomas aſcendit ;, Do thon, O 


Chrift, 1aks us by the, Blood of Thomas,. which he ſhed" for thee, ro. 
aſcend up whither be inuc-aſcended © and the Hymn upon-him is that - * 


Verſe of the 8th-Pſalm-;. Thou haſt crowned him with Glory aud Ho- 


nour, and hat ſet him over all the Works of thy Hands, One would- 


think it were no bold thing to pronounce all this and innumera« 
ble more Inſtances which might be brought to the Tame purpoſe, 
to be idolatrow. If we are ſent by our Author to the ſences that | 
may bz put on thoſe Words,.I ſhall only ſay with relation to that 


that the Teſ# condemns the Devotions as they are uſed in the Re- 


man Church ;, ſo this belongs to the pen ſence of the Words, 
and if it is confeſſed that theſe are :dol/atrome, as aſcribing to Crea- 


tures the Right of pardoning Sins, and of opening the Kingdom of 


Heaven, which are.main parts of the Divine Glory, then the 
matter of the Teſt is juſtified. | 8 | 
A third fort of Inſtances is in the Prayer that comes after the 
Prieſt has pronounced the Words of Abſolution, Paſſio Domin: - 
oſtri Ieſu Chriſti, merita B. Mariz Virgins, &  omnium Santto- 
rum, & quicquid benefecerts, vel mals ſufiinuers, ſint tibi in remiſſi- 
onem Peccatorum, augmentum gratie & premium vite aterne : May 
the Paſſion of our Lord Feſus Chriſt, the Merits of the B, Virgin, 


and all the Saints, and all the good than haſt done, or the evil thou” 


haſt ſuffered, be to thee effeftual for "the remiſſion of thy Sins, the 
Increaſe of Grace, and the Reward of eternal Life.  Abſelntion in 
its true and unſophiſticated meaning, being the Declaration 


made to & Penitent of the Mercies of God in Chriſt, according : 


* to the Goſpel,. I would gladly know what milder cepſure is due 
to the mixing the Merits of the Virgin and the Saints, with the 


Paſſion of Chriſt, in order to the obtaining this Goſpel-pardo?, - 


with all the effects of it,-than in this of our Teſt, that it is zdo- 
latrous. 


I have now examined the two Points, in which our Anthor- 
thought fit to make an Apology for the Church-of Rome, with» 
out deſcending to the particulars of his Plea more minntely. | I- 
have uſed him in this more gently than he deſerves ; for as ex-- 
amined his Reaſonings, I found all along both ſo much Ignorance -- 
and ſuch groſs Dilingenuity, that I had ſome difficulty. to _re-"- - 


ſtraia my {elf from flying out on many occaſions  -but I-refolved - 
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-to purſue theſe two Points, with the gravity of ſtile which the 
atter required, without entangling the Diſcourſe with ſuch un- 
aſant Digrefſjons, as the Difcovery of his Errors -might have. 
me. to, . And T thought it enough 'to free unwary Readers 
from. the Miſtakes-into which his Book might lead'them, with- 
out encrealing the contempt belonging to the Writer, who has 
now enough upon him ; but I pray God grant him Repentance, 


.and a better Ming. 


t 
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ADVERTISEMENT. + 


HE ReadeF is deſired to take notice, that the Author ' 
''& did not know of the Death of the Biſhop of Oxfors, till 
this Anſwer was Printed. | 


